FEED  1".  HCT'SER 
Attorney  General 


EUGE!E  FJSOTT 
CLief  of  I  ivision 


HI 


STATS  OF  CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
.  DIVISION  OF  ADMINISTRATION  . 


A  STUDY  OF 
CRIMINAL  CASES  CLOSED 
IN  SAN  FRANCISCO  COUNTY 

CALENDAR  YEARS  19-48-1949 

AS  SHOWN  BY  THE  RECORDS  OF 
THE  DISTRICT  ATTORNEY  OF 
SAN  FRANCISCO  COUNTY 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

NOV  2  5  Z014 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


BUREAU  OF  STATISTICS 
Serving 

DEPARTi'M-TT  OF  JUSTICE 
lEPAKEfrElT  OF  COBBECTIONS 
YOUTH  AUTHORITY 


BONALD  H.  BEASSXS,  Chief 
FHiD  A.  '-".MIS,  Fetuty  Fr.; 


August  1,  1950 


i 


3  1223  10226  0644 


FOREWORD 


It  has  long  been  recognized  by  the  Bureau  of  Statistics  of  the  State 
Department  of  Justice  and  its  predecessor  Statistics  Section  of  the 
Division  of  Criminal  Identification  and  Investigation, that  the  monthly 
summary  tabulation  received  from  District  Attorneys  does  not  permit 
desirably  complete  analysis  of  the  processes  of  prosecution.    It  was 
realized  that  only  some  form  of  unit  report  relating  to  each  felony 
defendant  and  prepared  by  either  prosecutor  or  court  could  provide  the  1 
necessary  information  for  adequate  analysis. 

About  three  years  ago  the  District  Attorney  at  San  Francisco,  through 
his  administrative  officer,  offered  to  cooperate  with  the  Bureau  of 
Statistics  by  putting  into  operation  a  pilot  model  of  a  reporting 
system.    They  proposed  that  there  be  devised  a  record  card  which  could 
serve  as  a  working  and  tickler  visible  index  card  in  their  office  until 
a  defendant  was  finally  disposed  of.    Then  the  card,  complete  as  to 
procedures  and  dates,  could  be  sent  to  the  Bureau  of  Statistics  for 
tabulation  and  analysis.    Upon  the  success  of  this  pilot  project  there 
could  be  predicated  a  State-wide  system  which  would  supersede  the  monthly 
summary  reports  of  District  Attorneys  to  the  Department  of  Justice. 
This  system  would  provide  more  detailed,  more  complete  and  more  accurate 
information  about  the  processes  of  criminal  justice  at  felony  prosecution 
level  than  is  now  available. 

The  results  of  the  study  of  felony  (and  "contributing  to  delinquency  of 
minors")  defendants  disposed  of  in  the  Superior  Courts  of  San  Francisco 
during  the  years  194.8  and  1949,  as  shown  by  the  records  of  the  District 
Attorney's  office,  are  contained  in  the  following  pages. 

Appreciation  is  due  Edmund  G.  Brown,  District  Attorney,  San  Francisco 
and  Georgo  J.  McLaughlin,  Administrative  Assistant  for  the  basic  records 
on  which  the  study  is  based. 

The  study  was  prepared  under  the  supervision  of  Ronald  H.  Beattie,  Chief, 
Bureau  of  Statistics,  by  Fred  A.  Knoles,  Deputy  Chief,  and  Bern  M.  Jacobson, 
Research  Technician,  with  the  thoughtful  assistance  of  Mary  Allen  on 
detail. 
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SOURCE  OF  DATA 


The  basic  data  used  in  this  study  were  obtained  from  5U  x  3"  visible 
index  cards  which  comprised  a  part  of  the  record  system  of  the  San 
Francisco  District  Attorney's    office  and  contained  information  on 
each  criminal  action  handled  by  that  office.    Each  time  a  charge  was 
filed  a  new  card  was  set  up  and  on  it  was  posted  information  about 
each  successive  step  in  the  development  of  the  case.    After  final 
disposition  and  the  completion  of  the  record?  each  card,  known  as  the 
"Felony  Trial  Record" ,  was  forwarded  to  the  Bureau  of  Statistics. 

In  brief,  the  "Felony  Trial  Record"  card  recorded  the  following  facts 
about  each  action; 


(1)  The  offense  or  offenses  charged:; 

(2)  The  date  action  was  filed  and  whether  the 
proceeding  was  by  Information,  Indictment 
or  Certification, 

(3)  The  date  of  first  plea  and  nature  of  plea, 

(4)  The  date  and  nature  of  amended  plea, 

(5)  The  date  trial  commenced  and  if  by  jury 
or  court, 

(6)  The  verdict  and  its  date, 

(7)  The  date  and  reason  for  dismissal,  if 
dismissed, 

(o)         The  date  of  sentence  and  the  actual  sentence," 
ie:  jail,  prison,  probation, 

(9)  The  date  probation  was  granted  and  whether  it 
included  jail,  fine  or  restitution,  and  finally, 

(10)  The  date  and  nature  of  any  other  disposition. 


UNIT  OF  COUNTING  -  "THE  DEFENDANT" 


The  defendant  was  used  primarily  in  this  study  as  the  unit  of  counting. 
When  more  than  one  card  was  received  on  a  defendant  it  was  necessary 
to  decide  in  each  instance  whether  to  count  the  several  cards  as  one 
action  (with  more  than  one  count)  or  to  regard  them  as  separate  actions, 
and  count  each  action. 

The  dates  of  each  proceeding  and  how  it  was  treated  by  the  court  we^e 
the  main  elements  involved  in  arriving  at  a  decision.     If  the  dates  of 
the  proceedings  were  not  far  apart  or  the  court  appeared  to  treat  the 
actions  as  connected,  the  actions  were  counted  as  one.     In  only  a 
negligible  number  of  instances  was  it  necessary  to  treat  a  defendant  as 
if  he  were  party  to  more  than  one  action  and  therefore  count  him  more 
than  once. 

Using  the  plan  described  in  the  proceeding  paragraph  it  was  found  that 
in  194-8  there  were  144-6  defendants  who  were  disposed  of  in  that  calendar 
year,  and  1325  in  the  year  194-9.    For  the  purposes  of  comparison  each 
year  is  treated  separately  in  the  tables  presented,  with  the  exception 
of  Table  3~VTII  wherein  the  two  years  are  combined.    All  the  percentages 
used  in  194-3  tables  are  percentages  of  the  total  144-^,  and  those  in  194-9 
tables  are  of  1325  (Table  XVIII  excepted) . 


^CFJ^DINGS 

In  initiating  proceedings  against  defendants  accised  of  felonies,  one 
of  thooe  methods  may  be  used: 

(1)  Information  filed  by  the  District  Attorney 

(2)  Indictment  by  the  grand  juryj  or, 

(3)  Certification  of  guilty  plea  by  the  lower  co^.rt. 

Table  I  shows  the  relative  use  of  each  method. 

Eighty  percent  of  all  actions  were  initiated  by  the  filing  of  an 
information.    Certification  of  "guilty"  plea  has  a  very  moderate  usage, 
and  indictment  played  an  exceedingly  minor  role. 

•TABLE  I 
KJOCEEDINGS 


1948  1949 


Proceeding 

•!  No- 

 v  — 

Total 

j  I446 

1  100.0 

li  1325 

100.0 

Information 

|  II56 

I  80.0 

p  1052 

79-4 

Certification  of  "guilty"  plea 

i  247 

i  17.0 

[!  232 

17.5 

Indictment 

43 

!  3-0 

41 

3.1 
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OFFENSE  CHARGED 

In  this  study,  criminal  offenses  are  broken  into  29  offense  groups 
including  one  group  for  miscellaneous  offenses,    Where  more  than  one 
charge  was  filed  against  a  defendant,  the  major  or  more  serious  charge, 
as  determined  by  possible  penalty,  was  used  for  tabulation. 

Table  II  shows  the  number  of  defendants  originally  charged  in  each  ydr 
with  the  offenses  included  in  each  group. 

In  194-9,  there  were  24-  instances  of  defendants  charged  Mith  homicide, 
approximately  half  the  1943  total  homicide  charges.  The  other  yearly 
offense  comparisons  reveal  no  significant  differences. 

Charges  for  violation  of  the  narcotic  drug  laws  brought  one-sixth  of  the 
defendants  before  the  court.    Robbery  and  burglary  followed  in  numerical 
importance,  each  responsible  for  about  one-eighth  of  the  defendants.  net 
theft  with  prior  was  charged  in  only  14-  instances  in  two  years. 


TABLE  II 
CHARGE  CROUPS  (Original) 


Charge  Group 


Total 

Homicide 
Robbery- 
Aggravated  assault 
Burglary 

Grand  Theft  (except  auto) 
Petty  Theft  (with  prior) 
Auto  Theft 

Embezzlement  and  fraud 
Stolen  property 
Forgery  and  bad  checks 
Rape 

Prostitution  and  commercialized  vice 

Sex  Offense  (except  rape  &  prostitution 

Narcotic  drug  laws 

Weapons  -  possession  or  carrying 

Offense  against  family  or  children 

Liquor  laws 

Abortion. 

Arson 

Bigamy 

Extortion 

Escape 

Kidnaping 

Perjury 

Driving  while  intoxicated 
Failure  to  render  aid 
Gambling 

Miscellaneous  Felonies 

Contributing  to  delinquency  of  minor 


DISPOSITION 


.During  194-3  and  1949,  the  San  Francisco  District  Attorney's  office 
obtained  convictions  in  more  than  eight  out  of  every  ten  cases  it 
brought  before  the  court.    In  less  than  one  case  out  of  ten  was  there 
an  acquittal?  also  less  than  one  case  out  of  ten  was  dismissed.  Table 
III  gives  a  breakdown  of  the  manner  of  disposition  of  the  total  cases 
for  each  year. 

In  Table  IV  is  found  a  further  division  of  those  convicted.     It  appears 
that  over  three  fourths  of  those  convicted  oleaded  guilty,  and  the 
remainder  were  found  so  by  jury  or  court. 

Table  V  gives  the  figures  for  those  acquitted  by  jury  and  by  court. 
Six  out  of  ten  acquittals  were  by  jury  and  four  out  of  ten  by  court. 

Between  eight  and.  nine  percent  of  the  total  cases  were  dismissed.  About 
five  percent  of  the  actions  were  dismissed  because  of  "lack  of  evidence", 
Table  VI  shows  the  reasons  for  dismissal  and  the  distribution  of  de- 
fendants dismissed. 

TABLE  III 
DISPOSITIONS 


i  ..UisSill.'.  1..., Wi 

Disposition  •:    No.       I     /°  No.  % 


TotaJ  ]  1446  !  100.0  i;  1325  ;  100.0 

Convicted  j  12l8  84. 1  \  1095  92.6 

Acquitted  j  38  j  b.8  |  107  8.1 

Dismissal  i  ll8  j  8.1  I  119  0,0 

Off  calendar  9  j  0,6  I  1  0,1 

Found  insane  (by  court)  3  !  0.2  :  3  0.2 


TABLE  IV 
DISPOSITIONS  -  CONVICTS) 

1  iS ..."  I  i«S 

Manner  of  Conviction  ;    No.       •     %  i  Fo.     j      % " 

Total  j  1218      !   84.1  I  1095     j  82*6 

Convicted  upon  original  j 

plea  of  guilty  j    440       I    3O.4  ;  392     i  29.6 

Convicted  upon  amended  i 

plea  of  guilty  j    551       i    35.6  I  457     i  34.5 

Convicted  by  jury  j    112      1     7.7  j  108  8.1 

Convicted  by  court  151      |    10. 4  |  138     |    10.  A- 
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TABLE  V 
DISPOSITIONS  -  ACQUITTED 
I948 

Jiianner  of  Acquittal  f  No. %  No. 

Total  I    98     I      6.8  107  !  8.1 

Acquitted  by  jury  59  4*1 

62  i  4.7 

Acquitted  by  court  |       2.7  45   :  3-4 


TABLE  VI 
DISPOSITIONS  -  DISMISSED* 


Reason  for  Dismissal 


 1948....^  |1  1949  

No.  f>  NO.     :  % 

I 


Total 

Lack  of  evidence 

Interest  of  justice 

*Defendunt  convicted 

in  othez'  action 

Defendant  escaped  custody 

Defendant  jumped  bail 

Transferred  to  juvenile  court 

Returned  to  municipal  court 

Defendant  died 

To  be  witness  (1099  P-c-) 

Reason  not  given 


118 

79 
21 

5 
2 
1 

3 
0 
2 
0 
5 


8.1 

5.5 
1.5 

0.3 
0.1 
0.1 
0,2 
.0 
,1 
.0 
0.3 


119  I  8.9 


56 
23 

12 

0 
0 
3 
3 
3 
1 

18 


4.2 

1-7 

0.9 

.0 
.0 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
1-4 


*  There  were  also  actions  in  which  other  charges  were  dropped  because  of 
conviction  in  what  was  considered  the  same  action.  This  occurred  in  the 
following  number  of  actions: 


1948  -  I58 

1949  -  139 


11. 0<*o 
10.  $ 


SEX 


Approximately  95%  of  the  defendants  appearing  before  the  court  were 
males  |  hence  the  number  of  women  involved  in  court  action  wr.s  rela- 
tively small.    For  this  reason,  separate  tabulation  of  data  on  basis 
of  sex  is  not  essential.    However,  Table  VII  is  oresented  to  show  the 
total  defendants  by  sex. 

TA3LE  VII 
SEX 

L  1946..,.  1  1949.  a  

Sex  ;  No.  9»  5     No.    J|  Jb 

Total  il446     j     1C0.0     I    I325   I  1C0.0 

Male  !l346  93.1     1    126l   I  95.2 

Female  !  100  6.9     I       64  |  4.8 
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?LEA_ 

A  majority  of  the  defendants,  more  than  six  out  of  ton,  pleaded  not 
guilty  on  the  first  plea.    More  than  half  of  those  later  changed 
their  plea  to  guilty.    Over  half  of  the  defendants  pleaded  guilty  to 
the  major  felony  charged  and  about  13  percent  pleaded  guilty  to  a 
lesser  crime,  mostly  on  an  amended  plea.    Table  VIII  indicates  the 
first  plea  made  by  the  defendants  and  Table  IX  the  amended  plea.  About 
one-third  of  the  defendants  made  amended  pleas,  all  of  these  being 
guilty  pleas. 


TABLE  Till 
FIRST  HESS 


First  Plea 

Total 

Not  guilty- 
Guilty  of  major  felony  charged 
Guilty  of  lesser  felony 
Guilty  of  misdemeanor 
No  plea 


1  13$  .   1  1949  . 

:     N6.  io  1=1  -  -;  "fe 

I  1446  I   ico.o  I  1325  I  100.0 

I   935  i     64.7  I  846  ;  63.9 

j    417  28.8  i:  399  i  30.I 

b  0.4  11  ;  0.8 

36  2.5  27  ;  2.0 

52  3.6  42  :  3.2 


'.t**i***:  tun 


TABLE  IX 
AMENDED  PLEAS 

 "~ X'~137"'ZZIEirr5^ 

tended  Plea                                   No.  %  ii     No.  % 

Total { 505 j 54.9  f 418  j  31,5 

Guilty  of  major  felony  charged            j    351  24.3  296  !  22.3 

Guilty  of  lesser  felony                        j      45      !  3»1  ^  =  3-5 

Guilty  of  misdemeanor                           j    109      j  7-5  ;j        7©  5.7 


TRIAL 

Tables  X  through  XIII  relate  to  those  defendants  who  oleadcd  not  guilty 
and  went  through  the  orocess  of  a  trial,  either  by  jury  or  by  court. 
Slightly  more  than  one-quarter  of  the  defendants  can  be  included  in  this 
category. 

No  preference  as  to  method  of  trial  is  evident  as  approximately  half 
chose  trial  by  court  and  half,  trial  by  ]\xry.  Of  the  736  defendants 
who  stood  trial  during  1943  and  194-9  only  205  were  found  not  guilty; 
this  is  about  7.5  percent  of  the  total  defendants. 

Table  XII  indicates  that  one  out  of  three  defendants  tried  by  jury  were 
found  not  guilty  while  it  is  found  in  Table  XIII  that  less  than  one  out 
of  four  were  found  not  guilty  by  court.    Thus,  it  seems  that  the  chances 
for  acquittal  were  slightly  higher  with  a  jury  trial. 
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TABLE  X 
TRIALS 


Manner  of  Trial 

j  No. 

.  .  1949 

No. 

% 

Total 

!  372 

|     25.7  j 

364  ! 

27.5 

Trial  by  jury- 
Trial  by  court 

\  182 
|  190 

12.6  l! 

;  13.1  I 

181  ! 
183  | 

13.7 

13.8 

TABLE  XI 
RESULTS  OF  TRIAL 


 1948.. 

 i.9-;9 . 

Result  of  Trial 

!    No.  ; 

i 

No.  i 

* 

Total 

!    372  j 

25.8  | 

364  I 

27.5 

Not  Guilty 

1    98  ! 

6.8  1 

107  ! 

8.1 

Guilty  of  major  felony  charged 

i  204 

14.2 

195  ; 

14.7 

Guilty  of  lesser  felony 

22 

iX 

14  i 

1.1 

Guilty  of  misdemeanor 

!    37  i 

37  | 

2.8 

Jury  disagreed 

11 

0.7  1 

11  ; 

0.8 

TABLE  XII 


RESULTS  OF  JURY  TRIAL 

J  I948. 

 v%a 

Result  of  Trial 

'$  1! 

No.  j 

i 

Total 

\  182 

12.6 

181  j 

13.7 

Not  guilty 

Guilty  of  major  felony  charged 
Guilty  of  lesser  felony 
Guilty  of  misdemeanor 
Jury  disagreed 

!  59  i 
i  90 

i    13  i 
9  ! 
j    11  | 

fci  1 

°'i 
0.8 

62  j 
85  ! 

9  ! 
14  l 
11  j 

ti 

0,7 

L.1 

0.8 

TABLE  XIII 
RESULTS  OF  COURT  TRIAL 


\  1SU8.  1  19^9 

Result  of  Trial  j    No.      I      $>         j;  No- 


Total  j    190  13.1  I83  j  I3.8 

Not  guilty  j     39  2.7  I       45  !  3-4 

Guilty  of  major  felony  ch  rged                114  7.9  5      110  ;  8.3 

Guilty  of  lesser  felony  j       9  O.b  5  j  0.^, 

Guilty  of  misdemeanor                               28  i  1-9  23  j  1.7 
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sentences  imposed 

Upon  conviction  of  a  crime  the  defendant  must  receive  a  sentence  and 
one  of  several  penalties  or  combinations  of  penalties  may  be  imoosod. 
In  some  offenses,  as  robbery,  first  degree,  the  court  has  no  choice  but 
to  commit  the  defendant  to  orison.     In  most  instances  the  court  lias 
alternatives  as  prison,  jail  or  probation. 

In  Table  XIV  are  shown  the  various  types  of  sentences  imposed  and  the 
number  of  convicted  defendants  receiving  them  in  194-^  and  194-9  in  the 
Superior  Court  of  San  Francisco.    Those  defendants  who  received  a  term 
in  jail  as  a  condition  of  probation  and  those  receiving  a  susponUod  jail 
sentence  arc  included  under  probation  and  not  in  the  jail  count.  Abcut 
83  percent  of  the  total  number  of  defendants  received  a  scntonco.  Tn 
the  two  years  under  study,  throe  men  were  sentenced  to  death.    Jail  we" 
the  sentence  most  frequently  imposed,  this  occurring  in  31  percent  of  all 
the  cases.     Probation  closely  followed  with  28  percent,  then  prison  19 
percent,  all  other  types  had  a  combined  total  of  5  percent. 


TABLE  XIV 


SENTENCES  IMFOSED 


i 

Sentence 

1  No.  ! 

Ho.  j 

Total 

j  1219  j 

84.3  ; 

1    IO83  | 

81.7 

Death 

2  | 

0.1  ! 

1  i 

0.1 

Prison 

i  282  j 

19.5  | 

243  | 

18.3 

Jail  (with  or  without  fine 

or  restitution) 

31-4  | 

404  | 

30.5 

Probation  (with  or  without 

jail,  fine,  restitution) 

1  414  ! 

28.7  i 

I  3s ! 

28.0 

Fine  or  restitution  only 

i  15  i 

1.0  i 

1.4 

Committed  to  Youth  Authority 

3.2  ; 

44  i 

3.3 
0.1 

Committed  to  Dept.  of  Mental  Hygiene 

1 42  i 

0.4  j 

2  1 

PROBATION 


It  appeared  advisable,  in  view  of  the  various  combinations  of  sentences 
within  probation,  to  make  a  more  detailed  study  of  probation.  The 
combinations  were  found  to  be?    probation  and  jail;  probation  and  jail 
and  fine  or  restitution;  probation  and  fine  or  restitution,':  jail  sus- 
pension; end  of  course  probation  only.    Each  one  of  th^  preceding 
possibilities  is  presented  in  Table  XV. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  more  than  one-third  of  all  those  defendants 
receiving  probation  were  recjuircd  to  serve  a  jail  term  as  a  condition  of 
this  probation.    However,  a  comparison  of  the  194-^  and  194-9  figure 3  reveals 
that  in  194-9  the  trend  was  away  from  making  jail  a  condition  of  probation. 


TABLE  XV 
PROBATION 

!  s.....^.....rLir."^zr"!r." 

Condition  of  Probation                         \    No.     \  %  No.  % 

Total                                                j  414'  "]  28.7 |"    371 1 28.0  "' 

Probation  and  jail,  and  I 

fine  or  restitution                               53  3-7  25  1.9 


Probation  and  Jail  j  113  7.8  jj  80  6.5 

Probation  and  fine  or  restitution  I  IOh-  \        1.2  W  107  8*1 

Probation  only  j  98  6.8  10S  7.9 

Suspended  jail  sentence  !  46  3. 2  H  $  3.7 
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ADDITIONAL  CHARGES 

Approximately  one  out  of  five  defendants  had  more  than  one  charge  filed 
against  himj  in  about  two-thirds  of  these  multiplo  charge  cas-.  s  thero 
was  only  one  additional  charge.    Table  XVI  shows  the  number  of  additional 
charges. 


CABLE  XVI 
ADDITIONAL  CHARC-2S  (original) 

1948  x9-5  

Charges  I  No.      j     fo  Ho.  ji 


Total 

One 
Two 
Three 
Four 

Five  or  moro 


;327  22.6  257  19.3 

1245  j    16.9  I    175  :  13.2 

1  61  4.2  61  H.6 

I    9  0.6  15  1.1 

7  0.5  l!        3  0.2 

5  0.4  3  0.2 


ADDITIONAL  TERMS 

Table  XVI  shows  that  20  percent  of  the  defendants  had  additional  charges 
but  we  sec  in  Table  XVII  that  only  about  6  percent  were  sentenced  to 
additional  terms,  and  this  is  somewhat  nullified  by  the  fact  that  only 
four  defendants  in  two  years  received  additional  terms  which  ran  con- 
secutively, while  167  received  concurrent  sentences. 


TABLE  XVII 
ADDITIONAL  TERM3 


19$  p  l%% 


Tex'ms 

I  No.  { 

fo 

No. 

i 

Total 

j  101 

7.1  1 

70  ; 

5.3 

Two  terms  concurrent 

!  76  I 

5.2  p 

58  ! 

Three  terras  concurrent 

i  14  i 

1.0  ij 

7  j 

0.5 

Four  terms  concurrent 

\    4  j 

0.3  |; 

1  • 

0.1 

Five  or  more  terms  concurrent 

' '  ■*     4  1 

0-3  !! 

3  ! 

0.2 

Two  terms  consecutive 

1     1  ? 

0.1 

1  i 

0.1 

T;;o  terns  consecutive 

and  one  concurrent 

1  1  i 

0.1  I! 

0  I 

.0 

Three  terms  consecutive 

1  : 

0.1  II 

0  j 

.0 

.COiWIGTIO;-;  RAT E  JBY  _0F^LNSE 

In  the  two  years  studied,  the  conviction  rate  for  all  offenses  was  83.9 
percent.    72.8  -oorcont  were  convicted  as  charged,  3.1  percent  were 
convicted  of  a  lesser  felony  than  charged  and  3  percent  were  convicted 
of  a  misdemeanor.    Table  XVIII  gives  this  same  breakdown  for  eac^  of 
28  separate  offense  groups. 


-9- 


The  three  offenses  charged  most  often  were;  Violation  narcotic  Laws, 
Robbery,  and  Burglary.     In  all  of  those,  the  conviction  rate  was  above 
the  average  for  all  offenses.    In  the  narcotic  cases,  36.1  percent  u.rc 
convicted,  85.9  percent  convicted  as. charged.    For  the  robber"'  grdup;  35»3 
percent  were  convicted, . 65 »7.vperccnt  convicted  as  charged,  9.1  percent  'or 
a  lesser  felony  and  10,5  percent  for  some  mi's  demeanor. 

The  conviction  rate  in  the  burglary  group  was  especially  high,  bcin^  91.9 
percent,  33.6  percent  as  charged,  1.9  percent  for  a  lesser  felony  and  3,4 
oercent  for  misdemeanor. 

Contributing  to  the  delinquency  of  a  minor  is  not  a  felony,  but  it  is 
handled  in  the  Superior  Court  and  is  therefore  included  in  our  study.  In 
the  years  1943  end  1949  there  wore  143  defendants  so  charged ;  72.3  ocrcont 
were  convicted. 

Forgery  and  bad  checks  has  a  very  high  rate  of  conviction.     ^3.4  percent 
of  all  those  charged  with  those  offenses  -  92.2  oercent  were  convicted 
as  charged. 

Some  offenses  with  lower  than  average  rates  aro  homicide,  7.1.6  porccrtj 
receiving  stolen  property,  67.7  percent;  and  sex  offenses,  (except  rape 
and  prostitution)  71.3  percent. 

In  the  Rape  group  56.2  percent  were  convicted  of  a  felony  and  23.6  oercent 
for  a  misdemeanor  offense.    Other  groups    with  a  high  rate  of  conviction 
for  misdemeanor,  after  an  original  felony  charge,  wore  sex  offenses, (except 
rape  and  ^restitution)  18.2  percent 5  driving  while  intoxicated,  25  oercent; 
and  failure  to  render  aid,  15  percent,     (relatively  small  numbers) 


TABLE  Will 
CONVICTED  RATE  EY  C8TFEH5E  G?.01IFS 
i  Charged  ;j  Convicted 


Offense  ("^roup 


Total 


Homicide 
Robbery 

Aggravated  assault 
Burglary 

Grand  theft  ('except  auto) 
Petty  theft  (with  prior) 
jiuto  theft 

Embezzlement  and  fraud 
Stolen  property 
Forgery  and  bad  checks 
Eape 

.Prostitution  and  commercialized  vice 

Sex  (except  rape  and  prostitution) 

ITarcotic  drug  laws 

Weapons  -  possession  or  carrying 

Offense  against  family  01  children 

Abortion 

jirson 

Bigamy 

Extortion 

Escape 

Kidnaping 

Perjury 

Driving  while  intoxicated 
Failure  to  render  aid 
Gambling 

idiscellaneous  f olony  offenses 
Contributing  to  delinquency  of  minor 


\  Convicted 
\    As  Charged 


No. 


2771 

i!2324 

67 

ji  318 

373 

173 

I!  1^0 

360 

!|  331 

191 

i!  lbi 

14 

12 

125 

i;  108 

3 

ii  3 

qi 

H  21 

2^3 

ii  227 

112 

ii  95 

5 

ii  1 

143 

!!  102 

H&2 

ii  398 

51 

ii  -2 

1 

16 

II  i 

7 

3 

:!  2 

4 

il  2 

11 

ii  8 

13 

ii  12 

2% 

ii  3 

■  24 

hO 

i!  30 

108 

ii  90 

34 

19 

148 

ii  107 

71.6 

§5.3 

°o.9 
01.9 

84.3 
85.7 
8S.4 
100.0 

o7.7 

Zt 

20.0 

M 

Qo  . 
U<£.  if 

87.5 
85.7 
66.7 

c.o.o 

72.7 
92.3 

bO.O 

85.7 
75.0 

83.3 

55.9 
72.3 


83.9    ''■]  20l8     I  72.1 


44 
245 

33 
301 
120 

12 
102 

18* 

22; 

55 
1 

% 
337 
42 

11 

5 
2 

2 


lb 

2-r 
90 
19 
103 


Convicted 
;;  Lesser  Felony 


65.7 
65.7 

83.6 

618 

§5-7 
81.6 

100.0 

58.1 

92.2 

49.1 

20.3 

^•7 

85.9 
82.  .T 

63.7 

66!  7 
50.0 
7-7 


60.0 

60.0  \ 
83.3 

55.  9 


'35" 
1 

2 

8 
2 


% 
3-1 
1-5 

Q.l 

H«6 

ki 


6.5 

7.1 

1.4 
18.8 

46.2 
3-6 


Convicted  of 
Misdeme\ncr 


!*o. 
221 

3 
39 

39 
r 

28 


1 
3 

32 

26 
1 


8.0 

4.5 
10.5 

% 

14.7 


3.2 
1.2 
25.6 

18.2 
0.2 


14.3 


15. 4 

23.0 
15.0 


2.7 
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TIME  INTERVALS 


Time  in  felony  cases  before  the  court  can  be  divided  into  four  intervals: 


Tables  XIX  through  XXII  ^ive  the  number  of  days  taken  in  each  of  these 
intervals  for  10  percent,  50  percent,  and  90  percent  of  the  defendants 
for  which  the  interval  applies. 

The  median  time  interval  between  the  charge  and  first  plea  was  8  days. 
In  194-8  the  median  time  for  first  olea  to  trial  or  amended  olea  was  35 
days  and  in  1949,  27  days.    This  second  interval  was  the  longest  in  the 
entire  proceedings.    The  shortest  interval  was  from  commencement  of  trial 
to  verdict,  'which  took,  in  194-8,  a  median  of  1  day,  and  in  194-9  less 
than  one  day.    The  median  time  from  verdict  to  sentence  in  both  years  was 
18  days. 

An  overall  comparison  of  the  two  years  indicated  that  the  criminal  orocess 
was  much  faster  in  194-9  than  in  194-B. 


(1) 
(2) 
(3) 

U) 


Charge  to  first  plea? 

First  plea  to  trial  or  amended  plea, 

Trial  to  verdict, 

Verdict  to  sentence. 


TABLE  XIX 


TIME  INTERVALS  -  CHARGE  TO  FIEST  PLFA 


1948 


"Y  1949 


10  percent  rrere  less  than 
2'fedian 

10  percent  were  more  than 


1  day       fj     4  days 
8  days      jj     8  days 
18  days      j    17  days 


TABLE  XX 


TIME  INTERVALS  -  FIRST  PLEA  TO  TRIAL  OR  ALiEKDED  PLEA 


1948 


1949 


10  percent  were  less  than 
Median 

10  percent  were  more  than 


8  dr.ys 
35  days 
129  days 


8  days 
27  days 
76  days 
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TABLE  XXI 


TIME  INTERVALS  -  COMMENCE  SNT  OF  TRLaL  TO  VERDICT' 


1948 


1949 


10  percent  were  less  than  1  day 

Median  i     1  day 

10  percent  were  more  than  j    37  days 


1  d-y 

Less  than  1  day 
3  days 


TABLE  mi 


TIME  INTERVALS  -  VERDICT  TO  SENTENCE 


1948 


1949 


10  percent  were  less  than 
Median 

10  percent  were  niore  than 


1  day         jj     1  dr>y 
l8  days       |]  l8  days 
42  days       jj  3^  days 


SUMMARY 


Data  obtained  from  the  ,,T?elony  Trial  Record"  cards  of  the  San  rrancisco 
District  Attorney's  office  was  used  for  the  two  year  study  of  ""Criminal 
Cases  Closed"  in  San  Francisco  County.    The  defendant  was  primarily  the 
unit  of  counting  and  2771  defendants  were  the  subjects  of  the  study. 
Eighty  percent  of  the  proceedings  were  initiated  by  informations  filed 
by  the  District  Attorney.    More  than  half  the  defendants  were  charged 
with  violation  of  the  narcotic  drug  laws,  robbery,  burglary  and  bad 
checks.    The  District  Attorney  succeeded  in  obtaining  conviction  in  3 
out  of  10  cases.    Three-fourths  of  those  convicted  pleaded  guilty  and 
the  remainder  went  through  the  process  of  trial  by  jury  or  court.  No 
outstanding  preference  by  the  defendants  as  to  method  of  trial  is  in 
evidence.    Less  than  one-third  of  those  standing  trial  were  acquitted. 
A  .jury  appears  to  acquit  a  little  more  often  than  a  court. 

Jail  sentence  is  the  penalty  most  often  imoosed,  followed  by  probation 
and  prison.    More  than  one- third  of  the  defendants  granted  probation  also 
had  a  jail  term  as  a  condition  of  probation. 

Twenty  percent  of  the  defendants  had  more  than  one  charge  and  six  oercent 
were  sentenced  to  additional  terms  but  in  all  except  fewer  cases  the  terms 
were  concurrent. 

The  conviction  rate  on  ail  offenses  was  83.9  percent,  72. 3  percent  being 
convicted  as  charged.     Charges  of  bad  checks,  burglary,  robbery  and 
narcotics  all  had  above  average  conviction  rates.    Homicide,  receiving 
stolen  property  and  sex  offenses  (except  rape  and  prostitution)  had  lover 
than  average  conviction  rates. 

The  time  interval  between  charge  and  plea,  plea  and  trial,  trial  and 
verdict,  and  verdict  and  sentence  has  been  shortened  in  194-9  as  compared 
to  1948. 
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V 


CONCLUSION 


The  study  of  Felony  trial  records  in  San  Frrncisco  County  for  the  years 
194-8-49,  was  undertaken  as  a  pilot  study  in  order  to  both  discover  and 
illustrate  what  could  be  learned  from  an  analysis  of  this  type  of  data. 
No  attempt  was  made  to  exhaust  all  the  various  possible  manipulations  of 
the  data  on  hand.    With  a  few  simple  operations  of  the  electrical  tabu- 
lating equipment,  a  more  detailed  study  of  each  offense  group  could  have 
been  accomplished;  however,  this  was  not  believed  advisable  or  necessary 
in  a  pilot  study. 

It  is  apparent  from  the  results  of  this  study,  that  felony  trial  records 
are  readily  susceptible  to  statistical  analysis  which,  when  prooerly 
interoreted,  could  provide  a  wider  knowledge  and  better  understanding  of 
what  is  transpiring  in  criminal  proceedings. 
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